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Introduction to Tmn 11178 — v g

The final chapter of man-pITMID comprises a sort of conclusion to our listing and presentation of all capital and corporal
punishments under the jurisdiction of 17 nva. Along with listing the many 185 for which m>n may be administered, the
method and mechanism of man is also codified.
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Note: Since the analysis and discussion about '8 73®p occupy the full range of this shiur, we will address "2 myww on the next page;
even though it is presented in the N7 with ‘N mwp
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I ’x mwn: list of those moR mroa for which mon are given:
a Mo avn: sister, F's sister, M’s sister, W’s sister, brother’s wife, F’s brother’s wife, nm
b PRy widow (3"n3), divorcee [&nx¢19n] (all ©21nd), naron [&nrm] to YRIWY, YRIW N2 to N [&m]
i ax"nd with nwrn nnYR is liable twice; a VY711 173 with %M w13 only once
I Analysis of inclusion of mn»3 »2»n but not 77an »a»n
a  Xpa: outlining 3 opinions regarding range of nan
i 98ynw 7 —extends to 77an »a»n
1 sources: vv.1-3 imply that any active violation of a 18% is punished with man
(a) note: this relies on paR "v's teaching that 19,9990 and 5% imply a hwyn R
(b) and: the exclusion of nWY> prran XY is based on NnronT XY — which sets all of the parameters
ii ~ y™:applies to 118 and nin»2 *27n (our Nwn)
1 reason for excluding 772p: if a m13 0 does NN, he is forgiven; untrue about 77an 2NN
2 source: v.3— one nyw
(a) Sxypwr “x that only applies to money/death or money/moan; but man/death is one extended death
(b) challenge back to ¥ why not extend nnxr nyw1 to mn»2?
(i) provisional answer: if he did nawn, he is forgiven — but he didn’t necessarily do naywn!
1. answer1 (1728 7): vv. 4-5 (PryY::0YY) tie MM *2»N to MIn
a. challenge: extend it to 7"an »2nn, via v. 6
i.  block: »1vY is close to PaYY; »yn is not
ii. rejection: vv.7-8 are read as the same (X1::2v)
iii. and:»»yn is closer than 1Y% to »yH
2. answer2 (pny? 73 589Y 77): \NYWI 12 only refers to punishments administered by 7”2
(c) N27s take on the dispute: only disagree in case where nXnn was given for mpn
(i) Swppws 1 a1"an MNIRY MW IRY is still subject to man; "1 disagrees
1. challenge: then ™ should exclude n43, as a n73% n7w RY
2. defense: N2 needs to NRINN, as evidenced by n?m noa
a.  block: perhaps all min»> that lead to (nkvn) 129p require; N5 noa are excluded
b. defense: requirement of 129p is based on model of 1"y — the "7 commands us inaction
c.  rather: original answer holds; since he may have done na1wn, it isn’t always man a»n
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iii pn¥ 7 - limited to 1% with no other punishment
1 source: v.4 - ymnR was already subsumed as violation (v. 9); mentioned explicitly to apply n13 / no man
2 response: YMNR is mentioned for mron 715N as per jaNY *7’s ruling (re: Naw marYn)
(@) pny 77 infers mron ;19N from v. 10 (extra word NWR)
(b) 227 agree; they use Ymnr to identify separate culpability for ymnr and F’s sister and M's sister
(i) Dblock: this is obvious as they are independent n»a1; rather...
(c) 27 use yMNR to generate separate culpability for ymnx who is also vak mnx and 1R MNR
(i) note: must be yv1 12 ywA for this to get set up
(d) pny 71 learns from 1"p as per Xn»11 with »"’s question of »*1 and 3™ at Emmaus(?) - our question
(i) their answer: they hadn’t heard this case, but they had heard a related ruling:
1. if: one has nxa with five mm during one nYyn — a»n five times
2. and: "p to this case, as N1 is one "DW”; whereas 1R MINRI IR MNR JMNR are three
3. challenge: in the case of ymnr+, it’s all one person (no 1) - agreed; rather...
3 non-mwnfor m1inferred from: the 2"4 mention of yMNR in v. 4
(a) a7 that mention is there to generate culpability for full sister, since 170 10 pPVNY PR
(i) defensel: perhaps pny> 1 infers Wiy from nntR (where full sister is also explicit)
(ii) defense2: he infers it from 1% mention of ymnx
1. ;237: use 1t yMNR to teach separate liability for making and rubbing nnwnn 1w
2. pny “1. as per R™; if there are two 1185 and a single n1> mentioned — distinct nin»>
a. or: he infers from v. 11 — which mentions its own n7
b. 27 that is used to teach that N1 nrmv only happens if o7 comes from AN 777
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